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Mr, Gherles hint our* Editor 
The Evening Standard 
47 , Shoe Lane 
London, England 

Deer Ivlr, ^intour. 

That Mr. Campbell "cannot follow* my "argument about Ms use of 
Secondary sources** in his story an Jim Garrison’s alleged mental illness because 
two years ear lier he was, ss he erroneously claims "the first reporter to 
interview Manchester personally" is the kind of iien-re sponaive response I might have 
ejected from him but not from you* 

y 

Whet I referred to waa his use of the IVeshAngton’Poat’s Chicago Tribune 
story* There can be no doubt of what I wrote. This seatenc el "I invite you to 
make » word-by-word ©ompariscn between wha t Mr, Campbell signed and what the 
Washington Post used the same dey from He Chicago Tribune press service" leaves 
no possibility of he nest misunderstanding. 

Your letter 1 r. no way addresses Itself to the fact of mine, to the entire 
dishonesty of this kind of "reporting", %re there the si latest possibility of 
honorable intent on Mr, Campbell* s part or your own there would, at the very 
least, hev© been s folLowup as sn at least attempted antidote to this poison. It 
is typical of the worst in HI 3. journalism. J regret having had a higher opinion 
of your standards. 

From my own knowledge of J,S. affairs end sli^it contact with ^r, Campbell 
I can well understand your sentence, "I may say that Jeremy Campbell retains my 
comnlate confidence as one of the most outstanding English correspondents in the 
United States," tell a me you do not read your competition, that your confidence 

is easily earned and more readily preserved. 

So you can enjoy an even higher opinion of Mr* Campbell, may I suggest that 
you reread, in the light of shat from even his writing you should today know, the 
story he refers to about his interview with sn chaster? If you find this as informa- 
tive as I think you should, perhaps you would benefit from a rereading of hi a dispatch 
published June 21, 19b7. The headline announces the "col .apse" of the case, slightly 
prematurely- It is justified by the 3 tory, which bt&ns with the libel that Perry 
Russo "admitted ,. .per jury" then continues with tbs s nnoun omen t, also a little pre- 
mature, that Clay Bertrand "was finally traced by a demon reporter from NSC, who has 
now passed hi s name on to the Department of Justice in kteshingbon." 

Hare is Mr. Campbell at his best-ftt least in describing Walter Sheridan as a 
"demon", u© ls-at ettemrting to ^ribe witnesses end extending what here is known as 
the "Philadelphia" practise of lew to avoid a presence before the grand jury h© 
should be so anxious to present his evidence to. His candidate, one Gene Davis, has 
already filed rather large lawsuits over the mi eidenti float Ion, 



This story also recounts Governor Mc^eithei fear over his * soundings* of 
public opinion that 3bo» "Garrison’s popularity is slipping dangerously", Hi* re 
sre interesting reflections- like his having Garrison to his Roosevelt suita 
■yie ni^ifof the election (I el s o was there), And he "flatly** refused any more 
-Money from the coffers of the State," This is a unique way of saying Garrison got 
s raise in salary. How clever! 



Mr. Campbell, more than eight months ago, presented yaur readers whet he 
called a "pertinent question" ;"I f this is the end of the Garrison case is It also 
the, end of Jim Garrison*" Juat how pertinent ean your "outstanding" correspondent 
be^ Or is *fcertinent" npt quite Vtbe right v/ord^ 

,v && V '• * /• •, ^ -v • , 

-■ •••• ■■■■•*;■ ■ •• •• ••• =■••• •- f 

There is choice language referring to the CIA, to David Ferrie f s connection 
with it (and are we forgetting his connection with 0 swaldV ) , and that "almost 
certainly Garrison- will never have to prove his case against the CIA." This, too. 
Is a quaint formulation when on^ recalls the t he subpenaed the head of the CIA, 
plus two FBI agents, who / re ^aei^ to testify. The re xt sentence establishes Just 
how quaintt": He talks in "hia^magiSterial baritone of summoning members of the 
Agency to tiifca .. ‘ o f the State, but everyone knows this 

is simple poetry"/ 7 
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ffell,..>e know that. Mr, Cahpbell is not poet laureate, anyway. 
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Now if you h^Ve./sriy;; dp ubt about the involvement of the CIA In the assassina- 
tion, it can come s ervice rendered by your correspon- 

dent, for it is quite public in my book, "Oswald L n New Orleans" , which be a been 
available to him and noted in the U, 3 press and on the radio ‘and TV station* where 
he liven. "S^nce writing t Jpop$ 1 have developed more evidence of it, like the 
acknowledgement of ; -df the staff in primary responsibility of ho^ he knew 

shout it, why he notih|ui^': end, tragically, how it gL 1 came out in another way 
in the report. I would be '^uite happy were you to com lesion an article on it. 
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Unless, of c ours ci^you rear consequences of s fresh breath through your 
columns, p little truth and fact instead of official propaganda. My evidence is the 
voice of the Commission official, tape recorded, together with quite a series of 
previcusly-euppr^eaed FBI and Secret Service reports. It is evidence that certainly 
could be admitted in court, 5 



Taking your confidence in Mr* Campbell’s writing as in point, I oonclude 
you would not have confidence In me. This is, psrhepSf^lSIS thtS i have published 
something like a million wwrds on this aubject f ,1here is no one who bee alleged to 
my face that I have made a single basic or serious error* 



However, I do not want to give the impression that Mr, Campbell la entirely 
incapable of accurate reporting on this subject just because he present a the libele 
of others as his own or always manages to repeat what the U, S. Government desires, 

When in June he wrote "the Associated Press* refuses to print a word about" Garrison 
he was precisely correct. One of the charges Garrison he s made, coming from the 
introduction of my third book, FHOTOGRAOHXG WHITEWASH: SUPPRESSED KECT:TEOT ASSESS HUT I OB 
PICTURES, that the President is both the obvious beneficiary of the assassination 
end the man ultimately responsible for the suppression of whet cannot be legjlly sup- 
pressed, went without mention, even though he msde the charge before a mejor press 
convention. Like me. Garrison says there is no evidence that Mr. ^ohnaon caused the 
assassination, but the behavior of the government under him make a more and more 
people wonder if he had,qnd therefore he should end the suppressions. *hls, of 
course. Is not news, is ItV 



Sincerely 
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